Ms. Tracy]. Egoscuc
February 12, 2009
Page 2 .

We look forward to working with the Board to achieve an approval of La Paz’s

_ application before the June 30, 2009 deadline.. The Permit Streamlining Act allows the Board to--
request additional information and documentation. La Paz will be happy o comply with any
reasonablc requests for further information the Board may have.

If you have any questions or require any further mformauon in this regardmg, please
do not hesitate to contact us.

SWL/JRR/xsl
47864\1381605v2
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Environmental Protection

Callforma Regional Water Quallty Control Board

Q : - "Los Angeles Region

320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, Cahfomm 90013
Linda S. Adams Phone (213) 576-6600 ¢ Fax (213) 576-6640 4 Intemnet Address: htp://www. waterboards.ca, gov/losangeles
Secretary for

Office of Chief Counsel, P.Q. Box 100, Sacramento, California 95812-0100
Direct: (916) 341-5190 + jogata@waterboards.ca.gov
Office: (916) 341-5161 # Fax (916) 341-5199

March 11, 2009,
VIA U.S. MAIL & EMAIL

Mr. Stanley W. Lamport
Cox, Castle & Nicholson, LLP

* 2049 Century Park East, 28" Floor -
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3284

slamport@coxcastle.com
Dear Mr. Lamport:-

. .NOTIFICATION OF INCOMPLETE APPLlCATlON FOR WASTE DISCHARGE
" REQUIREMENTS, MALIBU LA PAZ, 3700 LA PAZ LANE, MALIBU, CALIFORNIA
' (FILE NO: 08-0101) , AND YOUR LETTER DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2009

The Los Angeles Reglonal Water Quallty Control Board (Regtonal Board) staff received
your letter of February 12, 2009, stating your -view that La Paz’s Report of Waste
Discharge (ROWD) was complete as of January 1, 2009,

Arnold Schwarzenegger
Reply To: Jeffery M Ogata, Senior Staff Counsel _ . Governor

We. respectfully disagree because ‘La Paz, contrary to your assertlon stlll has not Han

_ submitted all of the information set forth in our letters as described below. -

‘As we informed your cllent on January 15, 2008 and February 15, 2008, the ' ROWD- for -
the Malibu La Paz project is not complete until the Department of Public Health (DPH)
and our office has approved a Title 22 Engineering Report. Please note that the
approval your client must obtain is approval of a final Title 22 Engmeenng Report (not
: just approval of a conceptual’ Title 22 Engmeenng Report). t

In the final Title 22 Engmeenng Report, we expect that your client will specify all

" engineering details for the treated wastewater that La Paz proposes to recycle, including
the design for the plumbing system to reclaimed-water-flush foilets and for an irrigation
disposal system that is capable of full evapo-transplratlon (E-T) of the recycled water.

" While the Reglonal Board staff and the DPH support. La. Paz's conceptual approaches,
your client has not yet prowded critical details, such as the dual piping specifications
including back-flow preventers needed for the toilet plumbing system, control features and
sampling ports. for the. recycled water storage, and a mode! demonstrating the water cycle
on the site and that reliance on E-T is realistic under critical conditions (wet seasons). ‘As

- a specific example of a deficiency in.the ROWD, there is only a general discussion,
without substantiating evidence, that does not demonstrate that the design is adequate-for
predicted flows and that the project truly is not releasing any waste to the environment.
Altematlvely, if the design is not adequate to avoid a: release to underlymg groundwater

Calzfonua Envzronmental Protectwn Agency

gg Rez.ycled Paper




. Mr. Stanley W. Larport S March 11, 2009

and your clrent proposes to pump some amount of groundwater to achleve a ‘no net

discharge,’ that amount of groundwater pumping is not clear to us. ‘Also, La Paz has not

clearly demonstrated that it has. a reasonable ability to reuse the groundwater it pumps,

. or, alternatively, if it will need an additional Waste Discharge Requirement for the '

- groundwater it will pump (whrch would likely contain the wastewater the project will
dlscharge)

In our letter dated June 11, 2008 to Mr. Don Schmitz, staff again reiterated that .
. “Conceptual-approval and preparation-of the Waste Discharge Requirements can be
. considered once CEQA is approved by the City of Malibu and the Report-of Waste . .
Discharge is complete.” (Emphasis added.) As set forth above, the ROWD is still not
complete because your client, despite your assertion to the contrary, has not submitted
-all-of the information detalled in the January 15, 2008 and February 15, 2008 letters.

- Also, you stated in your February 12, 2009 to Tracy, Egoscue that La Paz submitted a -

-letter to the Regional Board that contained.the City's CEQA documentation;, informing
the Board.that “the application was complete in light of the Board’s prior -
correspondence.” We have not received a letter from La: Paz dated December 2, 2008.

-Ms. Elizabeth Erickson received-an email from Chris Deleau with his assertion onthat - ‘

date, but given all of our prior written correspondence set forth above, he was incorrect.

We are attempting to bnng this matter to the Board for actlon but we strll need the

s information described- at the begmnmg of thls letter

We look forward to your comments and apprecrate your assistance in providingthe -.. . .. .- .. .

“hedessary informationin a timely Tashion. Tf yoi have any techinical questions, please
call Ellzabeth Errckson at (213) 620-2264. | may be reached at (916) 341-5190.

Sincerely,

'.Jeffery M. Ogata
~ Senior Staff Counsel

California Environiental Protection Agency

€3 Recycled Paper
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—---Original Message-----

__From: Elizabeth Er,i_gkispn [mailto:eerickson @wéterboards.ca_.m], o
Sent: ThﬁrSday, May 21, 2009 5:09 PM

To: Pio Lombardo; Wendy Phillips

Cc: Jeff Ogata; Rebecca Chou
: Subjeci: Re: LaPéz Title 22 Engineering Repért Submission

Hello Pio,

| have received your report and bégun’ my review. Your new document inciudes subsurface disposal of off-spec .
ﬂo_ws, which we stated on April 24 would not be permitted under the yolrr 'no-net discharge' ROWD.

Best.

7/23/2009
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Stein, Tamar C.

From: Stein, Tamar C.
Sent:  Friday, May 22, 2009 2:36 PM
"To: Elizabeth Erickson (eerickson@waterboards.ca.gov)

Cc: JOgata@waterboards.ca.gov; pio@lombardoassociates.com; Wendy Phillips
(wphillips@waterboards.ca.gov), DonS@schmltzandassocxates net; cdeleau@schmitzandassociates.net

Subject: La Paz Title 22 Engineering Report Submlsswn

Dear Ms Enckson Pio Lombardo has forwarded to me your email of May 21. Your email notes that La Paz's Title 22
- Engineering Report “includes subsurface disposal of off-spec flows which we stated on April 24 would not be
permitted...." At the meeting you reference, Mr. Lombardo explained that CIMIS was accepted for ET numbers and that
-this data and modeling established the water balancing and "no net discharge” aspect of the system. He also stated that
the measure proposed by staff was impractical, unprecedented, without support in the record, and inconsistent with the
Lumberyard Project review and conditions. Staff is of course entitled to disagree with Mr. Lombardo’s interpretation.
However, staff is not the decisionmaker; the Board is the decisionmaker. Only the Board can determine what will be
‘permitted and which interpretation will be adopted. Staff can recommend denial of the application; staff cannot require an
“applicant to accede to staff's interpretation as the quid pro quo for a hearing. La Paz will continue to respond immediately
to any additional comments or questions that arise during the CA DPH/LARWQCB review that is now under way. As you
know, La Paz expects a near term hearing date so staff can be assured that Mr. Lombardo and La Paz will respond on a
timely basis. In closing, | hope that all recxplents of this email W|Il have a good holiday weekend Very truly yours, Tamar
- Stein .

Tamar C. Stein

Cox Castle & Nicholson LLP

2049 Century Park East, Suite 2800
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3284
Phone; 310-284-2248

Fax: 310-277-7889

Email: tstein@coxcastle.com.

— 5/26/2009
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i

—4 COXCASTLENICHOLSON , Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP
: ‘2049 Century Park East, 28* Floor
Y : : Los Angeles, California 90067-3284

P 310.277.4222 F 310.277.7889

Tamar C, Stein
310.284.2248
tstein@coxcastle.com

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL ' ‘ : File No. 47864
June 16, 2009

Jeffery M. Ogata, Esq. Tracy J. Egoscue

State Water Resources Control Board Executive Officer
1001 I Street, 22nd Floor Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
Sacramento CA 95814 . 320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles CA 90013

Re: Notice of Intent to Providé‘ Public Notice of Hearing
Malibu La Paz Project: Application to Los Angeles Regional Water Quality

Control Board for Waste Dlscharge and Water Reclamation Requirements
_(Flle No. 08- 0101)

‘Dear Mr. 'Ogata and Ms. Egoscue:

Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC (“La Paz”) hereby notifies the Los Angeles Reglonal Water
Quality Control Board (“Board”) that it intends to provide public notice pursuant to Government
Code section 65956(b) that La Paz’s Application for Waste Discharge and Water Reclamation
Requirements (“Application”) will be deemed approved if the Board does not act within 60 days
from the date of the public notice.

La Paz submitted its revised Application to the Board on January 8, 2008. In letters dated

January 15, 2008 and February 15, 2008, the Board informed La Paz that the application was mot -

complete. Since that time, La Paz has worked with the Board to complete the application.

On or about April 1, 2008, La Paz’s engineer, Pio Lombardo, subrmtted La Paz’s Waste
Management Plan and materials to -Elizabeth Erickson. He later submitted the California
Department of Public Health’s (“CDPH”) May 30, 2008 conceptual approval of La Paz’s Title
22 System to Ms. Erickson. On June 11, 2008, the Board confirmed receipt of the additional
information and informed La Paz that it would begin reviewing La Paz’s application “when La
Paz’s CEQA is approved by the City [of Malibu].”

The City of Malibu certified the Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) and approved La
Paz’s project on November 10, 2008. In a letter dated December 2, 2008, La Paz submitted the
City’s CEQA documentation to the Board and informed the Board that the Application was
complete in light of the Board’s prior correspondence.

»— www.coxcastle.com ' ' Los Angeles | Orange County | San Francisco



Jeffery M. Ogafa, Esq.

Tracy J. Egoscue
June 16, 2009
Page 2

La Paz did not receive any response from the Board in the 30 day period following La
Paz’s December 2, 2008 submittal. Accordingly, under the Permit Streamlining Act, the

__ application was deemed to be complete as of January 1, 2009. (Gov..Code,-§-65943-(b).)- - oo miiiim

After its Application was deemed complete as a matter of law on January 2, 2009, La Paz
has continued to work with staff to provide information they have requested. La Paz met with
Board staff as well as representatives from the CDPH, the City of Malibu and the County of Los
Angeles on April 21, 2009. Pursuant to Staff’s request for additional materials following the
filing of the application, Mr. Lombardo submitted a Title 22 Wastewater Engineering Report to
the Board and the CDPH on May 12, 2009. '

Because the application has now been deemed complete and the Board has failed to act
on the application, La Paz intends to provide public notice pursuant to Government Code, section
65956 (b). Once La Paz has provided public notice, the Board will have 60 days from the date of

notice or La Paz’s Application will be deemed approved. (Gov. Code, § 65956 (b).)

. La Paz has prepared the attached notice and project description in accordance with
Section 65956 (b). La Paz intends to distribute the notice by mailing the notice to all property
owners within a 1000 feet radius of the property boundaries and by publishing the notice in the
Malibu Surfside News. The notice directs all interested parties to the LARWQCB for questions,
comments or access to application materials. La Paz also requests that the Board post the notice
on the Board’s website. ‘

La Paz requests that the Board provide it with a list of those persons with known interests
in the Project, those who have requested. written notice, or any other individuals or entities which
need to be provided with the notice. La Paz will then mail the notice to those individuals and
entities. In order to meet its obligations under Section 65956 (b), La Paz requests that the Board

' provide it with this list no later than June 23, 2009.

: Vegytruly yours, 2 oo
" Tamar C. Stéin : '
TCS/mmg
cc:  Christi Hogin, Esq. .
Gregory A. Kovacevich, Esq.
~ Ms. Stefanie Edmondson

47864\1396661v5



Public Notice of Issuance of Water Reclamation Requirements (“WRRs”) and Waste

Discharge Requirements (“WDRs”) for the Malibu La Paz Project proposed by Malibu La
Paz Ranch, LLC (“La Paz”); Los Angeles Reglonal Water Quality Control Board
(“LARWQCB?”) File No. 08-0101:

The project consists of a 112,058 Sq. ft. commercial retail, restaurant and office facility and a

~20;000 sq. ft. City Hall building to be located oii three separate parcels.of land totaling 15.29

acres in the Civic Center area of the City of Malibu; said parcels also being referred to as Los
Angeles County Assessor Parcel Numbers 4458-022-023 & 4458-022-024, The project proposes
to recycle and beneficially reuse all of its wastewater on-site for in-building toilet reuse and
landscape irrigation in accordance with the provisions and specifications sét forth in the “Malibu

* La Paz Development Engineering Report for the Production, Distribution & Use of Title 22

Disinfected Tertiary Recycled Water,” dated May 6, 2009 as prepared by Lombardo Associates,
Inc.. The applicant, La Paz, has filed a Report of Waste Discharge Application with the
LARWQCB for Water Reclamation Requirements (“WRRS”) and Waste Dlscharge
Requirements (“WDRs”) for the project..

This public notice is being provided by the applicant for the project in accordance with
Government Code section 65956 (b) because the LARWQCB has failed to provide a hearing
within the time required by the Permit Streamlining Act. Pursuant to Government Code section
65956 (b), the WRRs/WDRSs referenced herein shall be deemed approved if the LARWQCB has not
acted by Monday, August 24, 2009, 60 days after this notice was provided. :

Members of the public who wish to learn more about the project should contact the LARWQCB.
Please contact either LARWQCB Staff Member Elizabeth Erickson at (213) 620-2264 or
Rebecca Chou at (213) 620-6156. Copies of all project plans, reports, correspondence and other
relevant documentation may also be obtained directly from the LARWQCB, located at 320 West -
Fourth Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, CA 90013 (213) 576-6600 (phone) or (213) 576~ 6640

(fax); hitp://www. swrcb ca.gov/losangeles/about_ us/contact us/,

47864\1400068v5
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o lmportance High™

Stein’, Temer C.

From: Stéin Tamar C.

Sent: Monday, June 22, 2009 12:27 PM

To: “Jeff Ogata’ ) :

Cc: Tracy Egoscue; DonS@schmitzandassociates.net, cd’eleau@schmitzandassocfates.net‘,

-~ jperelman@sterlingpartners.com
Subject: RE: Melibu La Paz Ranch LLC' s Notice of Intent to ProwdePubllc Notlce ‘ '

Hello Jeff, Welcome back. | hope you had a good vacation. First, we would prefer the list in the fastest possible format, i.
e. the one you can get to us most quickly. I'm guessing that would be via .pdf. Second, ordinarily | would want to be
courteous. However, this is an extraordinary situation. RWQCB staff has stopped processing La Paz's application in
violation of law, telling La Paz that the future anticipated Civic Center prohibition applies to the La Paz project..
Therefore,in accordance with the Permit Streamlining Act, La Paz intends to give notice of the public hearing tomorrow.
Ms. Egoscue received my Notice of Intent letter 6 days ago. She has not been on vacation. Although you were gone, you
left the names of 2 other lawyers with whom she could have consulted. Ms. Egoscue is a lawyer, herself. The list should
be easily available or readlly assembled. We ask that Ms. Egoscue and you put this matter at the top of your pile so La
Paz will not be hindered in giving. Notice tomorrow. Thank you, Tamar

From: Jeff Ogata [mailto:JOgata@waterboards.ca.gov]

Sent: Monday, June 22, 2009 12:03 PM:

To: Stein, Tamar C. . ,
Cc: Tracy Egoscue N ' ' - S
Subject- Re: Malibu La Paz Ranch LLC's Notice of Intent to ProvidePublic Notlce -

Hi Tamar, this is to acknowledge receipt of your letter referenced below. With respect to your request fora

'mailing list, we have two questions. First, do you have a preference about getting the mailing list in electronic
* or hard copy? Second, since I was on vacation last week and am getting through my emails today, would it be

acceptable if we get you the mailing list before the end of this week? Thanks.

. Regards,
_, Jé’ff

>>> "Stein, Tamar C " <TSte1n@coxcastle com> 6/16/2009 3:46 PM >>>

Dear Ms. Egoscue and Mr. Ogata, Attached heréto is Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC's Notice of Intent to Provide Public
Notice of Public Hearing pursuant to Government Code sec. 65956(b). Hard copies will follow via U.S. mail. Don't hes:tate
to contact me with any questions. Very truly yours, - Tamar C. Stein

Tamar C. Stein

Cox Castle & Nicholson LLP

2049 Century Park East, Suite 2800.
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3284
Phone: 310-284-2248

Fax: = 310-277-7889

Email: tstein@coxcastle.com

6/23/2009



Public¢ Notice of Issuance of Water Reclamation Requirements (“WRRs”) and Waste
Discharge Requirements (“WDRs”) for the Malibu La Paz Project proposed by Malibu La
Paz Ranch, LLC (“La Paz”); Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board -
(“LARWQCB?”) File No. 08-0101:

The project consists of a 112,058 Sq. ft. commercial retail, restaurant and office facility and a
20,000 sq. ft. City Hall building to be located on three separate parcels of land totaling 15.29

" acres in the Civic Center area of the City of Malibu; said parcels also being referred toasLos
. Angeles County Assessor Parcel Numbers 4458-022-023 & 4458-022-024. The project proposes

to recycle and beneﬁc1ally reuse all of its wastewater on-site for in-building toilet reuse and

landscape irrigation in accordance with the provisions and specifications set forth in the “Malibu
La Paz Development Engineering Report for the Production, Distribution & Use of Title 22

' Disinfected Tertiary Recycled Water,” dated May 6, 2009 as prepared by Lombardo Associates,

Inc.. The applicant, La Paz, has filed a Report of Waste Discharge Application with the
LARWQCB for Water Reclamation Requirements (“WRRs™) and Waste Discharge
Requirements (“WDRs”) for the project.

This public notice is being provided by the applicant for the project in accordance with
Government Code section 65956 (b) because the LARWQCB has failed to provide a hearing
within the time required by the Permit Streamlining Act. Pursuant to Government Code section

- 65956 (b), the WRRs/WDRs referenced herein shall be deemed approved if the LARWQCB has not

acted by Monday, August 31, 2009 60 days after this notice was prov:ded

Members of the public who wish to learn more about the project should contact the LARWQCB

* Please contact either LARWQCB Staff Member Elizabeth Erickson at (213) 620-2264 or -

Rebecca Chou at (213) 620-6156. Copies of all project plans, reports, correspondence and other

- relevant documentation may also be obtained directly from the LARWQCB, located at 320 West

Fourth Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, CA 90013 (213) 576-6600 (phone) or (21 3) 576-6640

(fax); http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/losangeles/about_us/contact_us/.

This nbtice supersedes any prior notice provided by La Paz.

47864\1400068v6
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7 o Q Cahforma Regmnal Water Quality Control Board

v ~ Les Angeles Region

320 W, 4h Swees, Suite 200, Los Angeles. Cnhfomn;_a o013 .
" Linda 8. Adams Phene (213) $76-6600  FAX {213) 576-5640 - Taternet Address: Btip: www. waterhoards.ca.gov-losangelos Arnold Schwarzenegger
CalitP4 Secrvtary ' ) Cipverter

. " VIAE-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL

‘ ‘ June 23, 2009

Ms. Tamar C. Stein

Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP
2049 Century Park East, 28" Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3284

RE: Response fo June 16, 2009 Letter ch‘irdmg Notice of Intent of Prowde Public Notice
of Hearing in the Malibu La Paz Application

Dear Ms. Stein: -

The Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board strongly disagrees with your conclusion

that Malibu La Paz Ranch’s application for waste discharge and water reclamation requirements
.is complete. As a consequence, the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board hercby
rejects your notice that La Paz intends to provlde public notice-pursuant to Government Code
“section 6)956(1))

In a lett.er dated March 11, 2009 to Mr. Stanley Lamport of your offiée, Senior Staff Counsel
Jeffery Ogata set forth the facts upon which we base our disagreement with La Paz that the
application was deemed “complete” by the Regional Board and/or by operation of law. We A
continue to believe that La Paz has not completely responded 16 our requests for information that
would allow us to conclude that La Paz’s application is “complct A copy of the letter is
attachcd for your information. ~

Furt‘her, we are informed and believe that the Coastal Commission has not yet approved the La

Paz project. There is adequate time for the Regional Board to consider and prepare complete

waste discharge requirements withont causing harm to La Paz. Given the current resource

limitations at the Regional Board, we intend to be prepared to place the permit application on the
. agenda of the February 2010 board meeting.

Finally, pursuant to Govemment Code section 63943, subdivision (a), the application must
contain a statement that “it is anapplication for a devecloprhent permit” in orderto meet the
requirements of the Permit Streamlining Act. In reviewing La Paz's report of waste discharge

California Environmental Protection Agency
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Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP
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— there is no statement that the application was for a development permit and therefore La Paz
cannot assert that its application is complete pursuant to this section.

Pursuant 1o Government Code section 63956.5, you have a right fo submit an appeal in writing
prior to providing advance notice to the intent to provide public notice.

We are not providing a list of interested persons as you requested as those individuals may have
pnvacy concetns about havmg a third party use the Regional Board's lists, and bccau‘,p we reject
your notice of intent to provide a public hearing in this matter.

. S.i.nce-re-ly,

{ - Tra’éy J/Esoscue
Executive Officer

Enclosure:

Cal ﬁmzza Enwrmmzefzml Prote'cuon A gencv
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Lirda S. Adams

Secretary for
Environmental Protection

Cahforma Reglonal Water Quallty Control Board
: Los Angeles Region

- 320 West Fourth Street, Suite 200 Los Angeles, Callfomxa 900 13 ]
Phone (213) 576-6600 ¢ Fax (213) 576-6640 + Internet Address:- hm[mm_b_qmmgglﬂmﬂgjﬁ
Arnold Schwarzenegger

Reply To: Jeffery M. Ogata, Senior Staff Counsel . Governor
Office of Chief Counsel, P.O. Box 100,-Sacramento, California 95812-0100 )
Direct; (916) 341-5190 ¢ jogata@waterboards.ca.gov
Office: (016) 341-5161 + Fax (916) 341-5199 -~

March 11, 2009,

VIA U.S. MAIL & EMAIL -

Mr. StanleyW Lamport

- Cox, Castle & Nicholson, LLP
* 2049 Century Park East, 28" Floor -

Los Angeles, CA 90067-3284

' slamport@coxcastle.com

Dear Mr. Lamport:

v

: .NOTIFICATION OF INCOMPLETE APPLICATION FOR WASTE DISCHARGE
’ REQUIREMENTS MALIBU LA PAZ, 3700 LA PAZ LANE, MALIBU, CALIFORNIA

(FILE NO. 08-0101) AND YOUR LETTER DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2009.

The Los. Angeles Reglonal Water Quality Control Board (Reglonal Board) staff received

_ your letter of February 12, 2009, stating your -view that La Paz’'s Report of Waste

Dlscharge (ROWD) was complete as of January1 2009. ' N

We respectfully dlsagree because ‘La Paz, contrary to your assertlon stlll has .not- i.:ﬁ--' e :
submxﬁed all of the mformatlon set forth in our letters as described bejow. . R G5 T e AT RN

-d

As we informed your client on January 15, 2008 and February 15, 2008,.the ROWD- for. = SEU

- the Malibu La Paz project is not complete until the Depariment of Public Health (DPH)

and our office has approved a Title 22 Engineering Report. Please note that the”

_approval your client must obtain is approval of a final Title 22 - Engmeenng Report (not
just approval of a conceptual’ Tttle 22 Engmeenng Report). .

In the final Tttle 22 Engmeerlng Report, we expect that your cllent will specnfy all

’ engmeenng details for. the treated wastéwater that La Paz proposes to recycle, including

the design for the plumbmg system to reciaimed-water-flush toilets and for an irrigation

~ disposal system that is capable of full evapo~transplratlon (E-T) of the recycled water.

While the Regional Board staff and the' DPH suppor’t La Paz's conceptual approaches,
your client has not:yet provided critical details, such as the dual piping specifications
including back-flow preventers needed for the toilet plumbing system, control features and
sampling ports for the recycled water storage, and a mode! demonstrating the water cycle

* on the site and that reliance on E-T is realistic under critical conditions (wet seasons). 'As

a specific examplé of a deficiency in the ROWD, there is only a general discussion,

without substantiating evidence, that does not demonstrate that the design is adequate for
predicted fiows and that the project truly is not releasing any waste to the environment.
Alternatively, if the design is not adequate to avoid a release to underlying groundwater

California Environmental Protection Agency '
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and your client proposes to pump some amount of groundwater to achiieve a ‘no net

discharge,’ that amount of groundwater pumping is not clear to us. Also, La Paz has not
clearly demonstrated that it has a reasonable ability to reuse the groundwater it pumps,

. or, alternatively, if it will need an additional Waste Discharge Requirement for the
~ groundwater it wrll pump (whlch would likely contain the wastewater the prOJect W(”
discharge). .

In our letter dated June 11 2008 to Mr. Don Schmitz, staff again reiterated that
.. “Conceptual-approval and preparatlon -of the Waste Discharge Requirements can be

considered once CEQA is approved by the City of Malibu @nd the Reéport-of Waste .
Discharge is complete.” (Emphasis added.) As set forth above, the ROWD is still not
complete because your client, despite your assertion to the contrary, has not submitted
all-of the lnform.atlon detailed in the January 15, 2008 and February 15, 2008 letters. .

. Also, yoti stated in your February 12, 2008 to Tracy, Egoscue that La Paz stbmitted 4 -
. -letter to the Regional Board that contained.the City's CEQA documentatlon mformlng

the Board.that “the application was complete in light of the Board's prior :
correspondence We have not received a letter from La Paz dated December 2, 2008,
Ms. Elizabeth Erickson received-an email from Chris Deleau with-his assertion on'that -

' date- but given all of our. prior‘ written correspondence set forth above, he was in'correct.

'We are attemptmg to bring this matter to the Board for action but we still need’ the - oo
mformatron descnbed at the begmnrng of thrs Ietter L _ RSP TNL S A

We Iook forward to your comments and appreclate your assistance in prowdrng BHE e s i -

“hedessary information i & timely Tashion. T you have ary téchnical questions; pledse -
call Elizabeth Ericksonat (213) 62Q-2264 I may be reached at (916) 341-5190.

Smcerely,

el

.Jeffery M. Ogata
_ Senior Staff Counsel o

‘California Environmental Protection Agency
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Mr. Stanléy W. Lamport ' -3- | - March 11, 2009

cc . all via email only

" Don Schmitz - - Pio Lombardo

Schmitz & Associates " Lombardo Engineering, Inc.
Craig George c " , :
‘Granville Bowman ' ~ Gordon Innes, Senior Engineer
Andrew Sheldon ) . Division of Water Quality

Jim Thorsen ‘ : » '

City of Malibu -

"Tracy Egoscue, Executive Officer
Los Angeles Regional Water Quaility
- Control Board - ‘

California Environmental Protection Agency
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I o ' Cahforma Reglonal Water Quality Control Board
| ' e - Los Angeles Region

330W. dth Stres, Suite 200, Los Angeles, Calitomia 90013

Linda S. Adams Phone (213) $76-6600 FAX (213) $76-6640 - Internst Address: hitupsiwens, waterboands.ca. poviosangeles Amold Schwarzenegger
Cal/EPA Secretary . : Governor :
i
_ VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL
|
July 2, 2009

Ms. Tamar C. Stein
Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP

© 2049 Century Park East, 28" Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3284

RE: Résponse to June 24, 2049 Public Notice of Issuance of Water Reclamation
Requirements and Waste Discharge Requirements for the Malibu La Paz Application

Dear Ms. St,ei.n:

The-Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board reaffirms that the Malibu La Paz Project
application proposed by the Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC is NOT complete. We believe Malibu
La Paz Ranch, LLC is proceeding illegally for the reasons set forth in our June 23, 2009 letter to
you., Therefore, we will not bring this incomplete application to the Regional Board for action
prior to February 2010.

Also because we do not know what project La Paz mtends to construct, what the effluent
lirmitations are or the discharge conditions it intends to follow, we will be refcmnn any public
callers to you. :

Wc will be considering all of our legal options should Malibu La Paz go forward with thls
project prior to oblammg a permit from the Regional Board.

S'nccrclv

¥11\/
Tracy J. Bgoscue
Executive Officer

California Environmental Protection Agency

)
S} Recyeled Paper .
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= www.cokcastle.com

%

- A COXCASTLENICHOLSON »— ' Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP

2049 Century Park East, 28* Floor
Y : _ _ Los Angeles, California 90067-3284

P 310.277.4222 F 310.277.7889

Tamar C. Stein
310.284.2248
tstein@coxcastle.com

July 8, 2009 | ] File No. 47864

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL

" Tracy Egoscue

Los Angeles Regional

Water Quality Control Board
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles CA 90013

Re: Malibu La Paz Bangh, LLC Application for WRR/WDR

" Dear Ms. Egoscuc ‘

I have received your letters of June 23 and July 2, 2009, on behalf of the Los Angeles
Regional Water Quality Control Board's (the"Board"). The Board’s statements in both letters are
wrong as a matter of fact and law. Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC's (“La Paz”) Application for
WRR/WDR ("Application") was complete as of January 2, 2009. The Board has nevertheless
refused to set the Application for a hearing and, as expressly stated in both of your letters, intends to
illegally delay a hearing for at least another seven months, until February 2010, at the earliest, La -
Paz is therefore proceeding forward in accordance with California Government Code sec. 65920 e
seq., the California Permit Streamlining Act. La Paz was forced to take this action because the Board
has not complied with the State's mandate to expedite decisions on applications for development

" projects as set forth in the California Pcrmlt Streamlining Act.

‘Vj truly yours, .

Tamar C. Stcm :
TCS/nmg
cc: Jeffery Ogita, Esq.

4786411403308v1

Los Angeles | Orange County | San Francisco
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JENKINS & HOGIN, LLP
A LAW PARTNERSHIP

MICHAEL JENKINS
CHRISTI HOGIN

- MARK D, HENSLEY- -~ - -

BRADLEY E. WOHLENBERG
KARL H, BERGER

GREGG KOVACEVICH
JounC.CorTi
ELIZABETII M., CALCIANG
LAUREN B. FELDMAN
PAULE. BENNETTII

November 6, 2009

MANHATTAN TOWERS

MANHATTAN BEACH, CALIFORNIA 90266
(310) 643-8448 » FAX(310) 643-8441
WWW.LOCALGOVLAW.COM

Honorable Chair Charles Hoppin and

. Members of the Board

" State Water Resources Control Bo,ard_

P.O. Box 100 .

~ Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

 1230.ROSECRANS AVENUE,SUITEIIO. . . .. ...

WRITER'S EMAIL ADDRESS:
CHOGINGLOCALGOVLAWCOM

Re: Petition #A-2036, Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC Petition to State Water .Resources‘ Control
Board for Review of Inaction by Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

SENT VIA U.S. MAIL & EMAIL -

Honorable Chair Hoppin and Honorable Board Members:

We write to you today in support of the Malibu La Paz Project (“Project”) and ask that you grant

petitioner’s (“La Paz”) requests as stated in the above-referenced petition.

+ . The Malibu La Paz Ranch Project Application was originally submitted to the City of Malibu

(“City”) in January of 2000. After extensive environmental review, which included multiple
project revisions and the preparation and certification of an Environmental Impact Report

(“EIR™), the City Council approved the project on November 10, 2008.

During the Project’s eight year review process it was subject to the highest environmental
scrutiny. Of paramount importance to the City during the Project’s review process was the
thorough and rigorous evaluation of La Paz’s proposed “Zero Discharge” wastewater treatment
system and the proper vetting of any and all issues related thereto.

The City of Malibu was conservative, deliberate and conscientious in its evaluation of the
potential environmental impacts that La Paz’s wastewater system might pose and in assessing the
Project’s consistency with established TMDLs and other relevant Water Quality Criteria
contained within the Los Angeles County Basin Plan. While the City acknowledges that it is the
ultimate charge of the Regional or State Board to make the findings regarding Basin Plan



JENKINS & HOGIN, LLP

[Date]
Page2 -

modeling to assess. the potent1a1 i
of 1mgat1on.return ﬂow of whl,_ch

groundwater moundmg on s1te Wo ald.be:
‘boundary. Therefore the potential: for

likely less than the accuracy of modehng, and of o 1mpact to any downgradlent dramﬁelﬂ A e
only environmental issue.of concera..

In conclusion, we. respectfully request that the:Board grant-La Paz’s petition and approve:its.
Project. We thank you for your time. and consideration of our comments. :

Clty Attorney
- City of Malibu

Cc: James Herink, Esq.
Ms. Tracy Egoscue
Tamar C. Stein, Esq.

ESMALIBU\Baykeeper - LaPaz BS1182359\Letters & Memos“smlc board conunent letter.doc
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SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 : ‘

. BUSINESS &
(816) 651-4038 - - PROFESSIONS
(916) 446-7382 FAX . a t nrnt& . tatz Bnaiz VICE-CHAIR
' LABOR & INDUSTRIAL
1910%:’_’3;;3;;3?7 WAY . ‘ RELATIONS
SUITE 105 . SENATOR ‘ VICE-CHAIR

CARLSBAD, CA 82008 , . . APPROPRIATIONS
(760) 931-2455 . MARK WYLAND . BUDGET & FISCAL

(760) 931-2477 Fax : THIRTY-EIGHTH .SENATE DISTRICT REVIEW
. . EDUCATION

GOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATION

27126A PASEQ ESPADA
SUITE 1621
SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO, CA 92675
B T(949)489-9838 " T 7 )
(949) 489-8354 FAX B .

-November 4, 2009

-Mr. Charles Hoppin

~Chairman -
State Water Resources Control Board
1001 I Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:- Petition #A-2036; Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC Petition to State Water Resources Control
‘Board for Review of Inaction by Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

‘SENT VIA UPS
* Dear Chairman Hoppin:

1 am-writing to you t0 voice my support for the Malibu La Paz Project and ask that you graﬁt
-petitioner’s requests as statcd in the above-refcrenced petition.

" As'you are well aware, the State Board 1tself adopted its Recycled Water Policy on February 3,
2009 statmg in pertinent part:

. “Calzforma is facing an unprecedented water crisis..:We strongly encourage local and regional
o water agencies to move towards clean, abundant, local water for California by emphasizing
, appropriate water recycling, water conservation, and maintenance of supply
infrastructure...these sources of supply are drought-proof, reliable and minimize our carbon
‘ “footprint and can be sustained over the long-term...To this end we adopt the following goals for
| California: Increase the use of recycled water over 2002 levels by at least one million acre/feet
_per year (afy) by 2020 and by at least two million afy by the year 2030... Included in these goals
. is the substitution of as much recycled water for potable water as possible by 2030.” -

| " The California Legislature recently debated how to help solve the water crisis that we currently

‘ find ourselves in. Although the methods to solving the problem differ in many respects, I concur

\ ‘with the SWRCB that California must do more to conserve water. In order to further progress:

‘ -towards this goal, it is incumbent upon the Legislature, and all agencies that have oversight of

‘ . -the State’s water resources, to promote projects that conserve and recycle water. It is to that end
‘that I strongly encourage you and the State Board to approve the above petition.

BONSALL, CARLSBAD, ENCINTAS, ESCONDIDO, FAIRBANKS RANCH, HIDDEN MEADOWS, OCE.ANS!D‘E.
RANCHO SANTA FE, SAN CLEMENTE, SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO, SAN MARCOS, SOLANA.BEACH & VISTA

T VETERANS AFFAIRS VT



| The Mahbu La Paz Project is the model by whlch other private projects in the State could be

compared We should be encouraging projects of this nature, not discouraging them. This
project proposes to build a state of the art onsite wastewater treatment system that will treat all-
wastewater to title 22 standards. La Paz recycles 100% of this water, approximately 7 million

_gallons per year equaling 21.48 acre/ft of water. I am told that this. reuse- is.estimated-to-reduce- - - i

potable consumptlon by a remarkable 60% o . -

The Malibu La Paz prOJect. is the high water mark for development in California. The applicant
appears to have exceeded all goals California has set, much less all requirements, and has already

. been approved by the California Department of Public Health. It is-unfortunate that the Los

Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board has not acted expeditiously to embrace and
approve this project. Instead, the application has been held up which could be seen by some as

possibly violating the Perrmt Streamline Act.

It is now 1ncumbent on the State Board to do the right thing and épprove this project. Ina time

-where our State is facing drought and growing concern over the future of water and natural

resources, we must promote projects like Malibu La Paz in any and all ways possible.

g " Please contact my Chlef of Staff Dave Louden at 916-651 -4038 with any questions you may
‘"have. -

Sincerely,

MARK WYLAND "‘
Senator, 38" District

MW:dsl
- | Ce:___James Herink
- Office of Chief Counsel
1001 I Street 22nd Floor
‘Sacramento, CA 95814

.jherinkf@waterboards.ca.gov

: Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
"+ :C/O Ms. Tracy Egoscue, Executive Officer .
320 West 4th Street, Suite 200
Los Angeles, CA 90013
_tegoscue(@waterboards.ca.gov

Mrs. Tamar C. Stein Esq.

.Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP
2049 Century Park East, 28th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3284
tstein(@coxcastle.com -
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SACRAMENTOQ. CA 95814
© TEL(916) 651-4014

4974 E. CLINTON WAY, SUITE 100
FAX (916) 327-3523

FRESNO. CA 93727
TEL (558} 253-7122

SENATOR..COGDILL@SEN.CA.GOV Fax (559) 253-7127

WWW,SEN.CA.GOV/COGDILL

1308 W. MAIN ST, SUITE C
RIPON, CA 95366

- TELI209)599-8840 . . ... .

DAVE COGDIEL- T T (209) 599-8547
STATE SENATOR ’
FOURTEENTH DISTRICT

" November 5, 2009

Charles Hopin

. Chair, State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100
Sacramento CA 95812- 0100

Re: Petition #A-2036; Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC Petition to State Water Resources

. Control Board for Rev1ew of Inaction by Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control
Board

SENT VIA U.S. MAIL & EMAIL

Dear Mr. Hoppin:

1 am writing to you to voice my support for the Malibu La Paz Project and ask that you
- grant petitioner’s requests as stated in the above-referenced petition.

The La Paz Project is unique from a water quality and conservation standpoint in that it
proposes to accomplish to treat and beneficially reuse 100% of a project’s wastewater
onsite while effectively protecting groundwater quality. The petitioners propose the

. construction of a $5,000,000 Title 22 Wastewater Treatment Facility on its property to -
serve its project. This state of the art facility is designed to treat approximately 20,000
gallons per day and provide “tertiary” treatment of the wastewater (unrestricted water
reuse standards) so the water quality is exceptional. Most public sewage treatment plants
do not treaf wastewater to these levels. The wastewater will be divided with about half
going back to the buildings for in-building reuse for toilet and urinal flushing. The
remainder of the water will be allocated towards landscaping on site. Reuse is estimated
to reduce potable water consumption for the project by 60% annually.

In addition, the project will utilize a million gallon storage tank so as to store reclaimed

- water during the wet season for later reuse during warmer months when irrigation
demand is high. A State—of-the-Art advanced irrigation system will monitor real-time
climatological data along with soil moisture sensors in order to maximize irrigation
efficiency and minimize water use. The irrigation systems will use only as much water as



is needed to keep the plants healthy. This represents an unprecedented commitment by
the applicant to conservering water.

As yeu are well aware, the State Board itself adopte‘ﬁ‘ s‘“'Re%yc]ed Water Pohcy on’
February 3, 2009 stating in pertinent part, Wit 3o
ERE N A

“Calzforma is facing an unprecedented water crisis... We strongly encourage local and

- regional water agencies to move towards clean, abundant;-local vater. r.for California by
emphasizing appropriate water recycling, water conservation, and- ‘maintenance of supply
infrastructure...these sources of supply are drought-proof, reliable and minimize our
carbon footprint and can be sustained over the long-term... To this end we adopt the _

following goals for California: Increase the use of recycled water over 2002 levels by at
least one million acre/feet per year (afy) by 2020 and by at least two million afy by the
year 2030...Included in these goals is the substitution of as much recycled water for
potable water as possible by 2030,

La Paz meets and exceeds these goals, today. In fact, no private project in California to
date has proposed to treat and reuse 100% of its wastewater on site. La Paz is the first to
propose such advanced treatment (water quality) and extensive reuse (conservation). The

" project was designed to meet and exceed all goals and expectations stated in the State’s
Water Recyclmg Policy, and does so in dramatxc fashlon

The Mallbu La Paz project is the high water mark for development in Cahfomla The
applicant’s have exceeded all goals California has set much less all requirements, and has -
already been approved by the California Department of public Health. It is unfortunate
that the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board has not acted quickly to
-embrace and approve this project. Instead, the regional board has held the application up
violating the permit streamline act in the process. It is now incumbent on the State Board
to do the right thing and approve this project. In a time where our State is facing drought
and growing concem over the future of water and our natural resources we must promote
projects like Malibu La Paz in any and all ways possible.

enatdbr Dave Cog
~ 14™ Senate District

Vice Chairman, Senate Natural Resources Committee

Cc: James Herink, Office of Chief Counsel: Tracy Egoscue, Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control
Board: Mrs. Tamar C. Stein Esq.
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'Noxd'e»rrﬁ.)erVS, 2009

Attn: Honorable Chair Charles Hopin

State Water Resources Control Board
"P.O.Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Re: Petition #A-2036; Malibu La Paz Ranclr, LLC Petition to State Water Resources Control
Board for Review of Inaction by Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

SENT VIA U.S. MAIL & EMAIL

_ Honorable Cha!r Hoppm

We are wntmg to you to vowe our support for the Mahbu La Paz Pro;ect and ask that you grant
petmoner $ requests as; stated m the above—referenced petition.. ;

As you are. well aware, the State Board 1tse1f adopted it’s Recycled Water Policy on February 3,
2009 statlng in pertment part,

“California is facing an unprecedented water crisis...We sirongly encourage local and regional
water agencies to move towards clean, abundant, local water for California by emphaszzzng
appropriate water recycling, water conservation, and maintenance of supply
infrastructure...these sources of supply are drought-proof, reliable and minimize our carbon
footprint and can be sustained over the long-term...To this end we adopt the following goals for -

California: Increase the use of recycled water over 2002 levels by at least one million acre/feet
per year (afyy) by 2020 and by at least two million afy by the year 2030...Included in these goals

is the substitution of as much recycled water for potable water as possible by 2030.

" The California Legislature is currently debating how to solve the water crisis that we currently
find ourselves in and although the methods to solving the problem may defer in many respects,
we do concur with the SWRCB in that California must do more to conserve water. As part of that,
it is incumbent upon the legislature, and all agencies that have oversight of the State’s water
resources, to promote projects that conserve and recycle water. It is to that end that we strongly
encourage you ~ar1d the State Board to approve the above petition. .

" The Malibu La Paz Project is the model by which other: pnvate projects in the State should be
compared We shouldbe encouragmg and mcennwzmg projects. of this nature not discouraging
them. The project proposes to build a state of the art onsite wastewater treatment system that will
treat all wastewater to title 22 standards. La Paz recycles 100% of this water, approximately 7

* million gallons per year equaling 21.48 acre/ft of water. No private project in California to date
has proposed to treat and reuse 100% of its wastewater. This reuse is estimated to reduce potable

consumption by a remz.rkable 60%. This is right in line with the targets the State has been
_promoting.

Printort an Barvnion Danor



Upon reviewing the project you will undoubtedly notice that the project utilizes green téchnology
and infrastructure wherever possible reducing its carbon footprint and impact on the surrounding
environment significantly. In fact, La Paz contributes to the environment in a very real and
positive manner. This approach has made the project a LEED (Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design) gold certificate candidate. Established by the United States Green
Building Council, LEED is a holistic approach to promote sustainable development practices
using a project’s performance in five critical areas as its gauge. These areas are, sustainable site -

__development, Water savings; energy efficiency; fiatérials selection, and indoor environmental

quality. In all five areas the USGBC has found that La Paz sets a high mark of achievement. We
have included their letter here and ask that it be submitted into the record.

The Malibu La Paz project is the high water mark for development in California. The applicant’s
have exceeded all goals California has set, much less all requirements, and has already been
approved by the California Department of Public Health. It is unfortunate that the Los Angeles
Regional Water Quality Control Board has not acted quickly to embrace and approve this project.
Instead, the regional board has held the application up violating the permit streamline act in the
process. It is now incumbent on the State Board to do the right thing and approve this project. Tn a
time where our State is facing drought and growing concern over the future of water and our
natural resources we must promote projects like Malibu La Paz in any and all ways poss1b1e

Sincerely,

PeanZtl,.

: ~Assembly\vvoman Jean Fuller ' ‘ A;ssemb.lyman Anthony Adanis

Vice Chalr, Water, Parks and Wlldhfe Commlttee

Assemb]yman To rryhlll

Gwéf%'f\

Assemblywoman e Harkéy

- AsSemblyman Cameron Smyth semblywoman Audra Strickland
. Assemblyman Van Tran ' Assemblyman Mike Villines
" Ce:

James Herink
Office of Chief Counsel

1001 | Street 22nd Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

iherink@waterboards.ca.gov

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
C/O Ms. Tracy Egoscue, Executive Officer

320 West 4th Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, CA 90013
tegoscue@waterboards.ca.gov




Mrs. Tamar C. Stein Esq.

Cox, Castle & Nicholson LLP

2049 Century Park East, 28th Floor

~ Los Angeles, CA 90067-3284
tstein@coxcastle.com
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GREEMWORKSSTUDIO

September 19, 2008

/

Matt Dzurec, Sentor Planner
Schmitz & Assoctates,Inc.
5234 Chesebro Road, Suite 200,

“Agoura Hills, CA 91301

Re: Malibu La Paz Ranch, LL.C
Preliminary LEED Certification Review

Dear Mr. Dzurec:

Our review of the Malibu La Paz Ranch mixed use development project indicates that the A

project is designed to fulfill 2 wide spectrum of sustainable best practices; and, to be an
exemplary model of development which could contribute to sustainability goals both
within the project and projected links for future adjaceat projects. Our assessment is that
the project design can be developed to target a LEED (Leadership in Energy and

Environmental Design) Silver or Gold level certification. The framework for this level of

achievement in sustainable applications is inherent in the design for: site development;
stormwater treatment; water reclamation, conservation and reuse; mdlgenous pla.nnngs
and man made wetlands; and, an emphasis on prowdmg connectivity to existing and

- potential adjacent property developments.

The recreational uses planned for in the design highlight the intent to build community
coanectivity, a fundamental goal of sustainable project design. Pedestrian walkways,
bicycle paths, and bike racks.are laid out in the site design such that these will encourage
use within the site and connect to the planned Malibu Pacific Trail along Civic Center

Way, connecting to the Malibu Creek Trail and linking the project recteational circulation

to the future Legacy Park.

Landscape design includes hardscape surfaces and plantmgs which are desxgned to reduce
the heat island effect or thermal gradient increase of developed properties over adjacent

~ undeveloped .properties.  The project will incorporate a combination of the primary

means of reducing heat islands as measured in the LEED credit rating system. These
include providing shade, using paving materials with a high solar reflectance surface and

~providing for extensive underground parkmg Reducing the effect of heat islands

enhances the commusity's outdoot expedence of the project and, by lowedng the

. ambient exterior temperaturc gradient, reducing the energy load required for cooling the

facilities.

801 South Figuerca St.
Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90017
T'213.542 4540

F 213.642.4515

greenwarkstudio.com

LOCATIONS

" Los Angeles

Chlcago

Detroit

PARTNER COMPANIES
Spectrum Strategies
Harley EHis Devereaux

Crime Lab Design

HED Build



Matt Dzurec, Senior Planner
Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC
September 19, 2008

Page 2

A comprehensive Water Reuse. ‘and Conservation plan engages the most techmcally
advanced management systems currently available. The system includes an onsite
wastewater treatment system that produces wastewater compliant with requirements for
recycling water for itx:igation and toilet flushing usage, following the strict requirements of
California's Title 22 requirements. The management system is designed for a capacity

‘that results in ng net discharge of wastewater and all pro]ect wastewater will be recycled

for use onsite in the apptoved applications of irrigation and toilet flushing. The
wastewater management and rccyclmg system is dcsxgned at a capaaty to prevent
groundwater mounding both on the site and adjacent properties.

. The Water Quality Management System includes stormwater quality and quantity

treatment strategies using low impact best practices including vegetated swales to filter
and remove contaminants from parking area runoff. The site design features 2 manmade
'wetland' area where sediments .are broken down and suspended solids collected and
treated. ‘The wetland design approach is intended to replicate a natural process of
filtration on site and reducing transfer of contaminants to the groundwater and off-site

* bodies of watet.

The exterior lighting narrative outlines how the project will provide for safety
requirements while not spreading ambient light pollution onto adjacent properties. As
the project design is further developed, the photometrics of the lighting plan will be
studied further to assure compliance with light pollution civic requirements, which are
more stringent than the standards for this credit in the LEED rating system.

Our assessment of the project's eligibility for a LEED Silver or Gold certification focused
on the extetior aspects of the project's sustainable design features. As the project is
further developed in design development and specifications requirements, we see that
there are equally innovative measures that the project-can adopt within this design which

"will substantiate LEED sustainable measures in reducing energy consumption, use of
. environmentally responsible materials and an attention to indoor air quality.

The sustainability features in the site design of the Malibu La Paz Ranch together with
further building specific design development substantiate the pro;ect targeting 2 LEED
Silver or Gold certification.

Sincerely,

GREENWORKS STUDIO

Ehsabeth R. Newell, R.A. LEED AP



STATE CAPITOL

DISTRICT OFFICE
P.O. BOX 942849 .500.FESLER STREET, SUITE 201
SACRAMENTO, CA 94248-0077 El. CAJON, CA 92020
(916) 319-2077 (619).441-2322,
FAX {916) 319-2177

FAX (619)-441-2327

November 5, 2009

Attn: Honorable Chair Charles Hopin
State Water Resources Control Board
P.O. Box 100

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

Re: Petition #A-2036; Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC Petition to State Water Resources Control
Board for Review of Inaction by Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

SENT VIA U.S. MATI, & EMAIL

Honorable Chair Hoppin and Board Members:

I write to the Board today to express my concerns regarding the handling of the above-
referenced permitting matter and the manner in which it has been handled by the Los Angeles
County Regional Water Quality Control Board (“Board”).

It appears that the Board has violated the mandates of the Permit Streamlining Act (“PSA”) by
refusing to act upon Petitioner’s Report of Waste Discharge Application (“Application”) in a
timely and lawful manner. Particularly troubling is La Paz’s allegation that the Board’s
inaction is “calculated to force La Paz into the teeth of a [septic] prohibition that the

LARWQCB is currently processing.” (Page 2 pgh 1 La Paz Ranch Petition); a prohibition that I

am to understand was adopted as part of a Basin Plan Amendment (“BPA”) as of yesterday,
November 5, 2009.

I understand that Petitioner’s documents indicate that La Paz made its final submittal for
Application completion on December 2, 2008 and that the Regional Board did not respond to
this submittal until March 11, 2009. The PSA requires that-all development application
submittals be responded to within 30 days time and that the Board make its application
completion determination within such time. A failure to make such a determination within

said time frame effectuates application completion as a matter of law pursuant to Government
Code Section 65943.

Following the completion date of the Application on January 2, 2009, the Regional Board had

- 180 days to hear and vote upon the Application; yet it failed to do so. As I understand, La Paz

followed the strict noticing procedures prescribed by 65956 of the Government Code. ‘Again
the Board’s response was to dismiss the effect of these actions while mamtammg that the
Application was incomplete.



In conclusion, T would ask that the State Board grant La Paz’s petition and acknowledge that
La Paz’s permit was “deemed approved” as a matter of law. Additionally, I would request that

the State Board review the record very carefully and make the necessary inquiries in examining
La Paz’s allegations. '

- I'thank you for your time and consideration in this matter and look forward to your findings. ... =

Sincerely,

Joel Anderson
Vice Chair

. California State Assembly Committee on Government Organization



Los Angeles / Orange Counties

g . 1626 Beverly Boulevard
Building and Co ns;tl:uctzon Lov Avgelr, 4 0036578
facnsar scam _ Trades Council o 0
Exnunve SE"’“‘U Affilicted with the Building & Construction Trades Dept., AFL-C10 agom

" November 2, 2009

Sent Via U.S. Mail & Facsimile
. (516) 341-5620

ble Chair Charles Hopin
"g,_és ontrol Board:

':Sammento,'CA 95813:0100

Re: Petition #A-2036; Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC Petition to State Water
Vi}y litml ‘Boidrd for Review of Inaction by Los Angeles Regional

_.anbfaﬁle‘lﬁhﬂir-‘ﬁépﬁin'

I aim ‘writing-on behilf/of the Los Angeles/Orange: County: Building:- and Consmwnon Trades
-'Councxl and gur- MO 000 members to veice our support forthe: Malibu. La Paz Project and to ask
that you grant their request as stated in the above~referenccd petition.

As you are aware Cahfomxa s unemployment deficits are currently reaching dlsastrous
levels, especlally among the construction trades, While' the need 1o produce jobs is a
necessxty in' these difficult times, We are cognizant of the: ‘precious natural resources our
great state.offers and: understand the need to protect them. The key is to strike a balance
‘bétween sachuraping developments. that provide- _)obs and protcctmg the environment as
best we can. ‘We believe the-Malibu La Paz project is oné such project and the LAIOC
BCTC fully-supperts its quick a.pproval by the SWRCR,

The La Paz project proposes to build a state-of-the-art onsite wastewatar freatment
. system that will treat all wastewater to title 22 standards. La Paz recycles 100% of this
_water, approximately 7 million gallons per year equaling 21.48 acre/ft of water, Our
understanding is that no private project in Califomia to date has proposed to treat and
reuse 100% of its wastewater. From our preliminary discussions La Paz estimates to
reduce potable couswuption by a remarkable 60%. La Paz is a model conservation
project and when we do find a project that does this, it is incumbent upon the building
trades, as well as the State 1o do all that we can to cncourage these plecctS 1o move
forward quickly.

The project also proposes to construct 112,058 sq. ft. of mixed office/retail development
on 15.29 acres + 20,000 sq. ft. of Municipal Building on 2.3 acres of land donated to the
- City to construct municipal facilities. At an estimated $100 million in total construction
costs, including the municipal uses, this project represents thousands of potential
construction jobs at a ime when our local economy desperately needs them. The positive

£8/28 3oVd TIND SQ¥L ©d7d 20/V) . Lv8B8-EBP-£1Z @S:pT 6BBZ/98/11



impact that these living wage jobs will have on the-.surrbunding'eqonomy and to the State
-.imust not go: um:ecggni‘zed. '

rid’s nacuon and disparate treatment- of the La Paz project is regrettable,
'unfommaxe ‘and ‘ulumately counterproductive to the: State s conservanon goals and 1ts
) w ; :

:'.{Execuhve Secretary-, =

RS:aht
‘opelu#537/af-gio

€8/£6 3oOWd IND SAdL ©d7d 00/ ‘ LpBB-EBY-ETL PS:p1 6882/90/11



RNIA BUSINESS PROPERTIES ASSOCIATION

1121 L Stiget; Siite §09 + ‘Sacramento,; CA 95814 Phone (916) 443-4676 - Fax (916) 443-0938 - www.cbpa.com

Octeber 15, 2009_“. L
.,Attn Hono1ab1e Cliair:€harles Hoppit

?Ht_zno‘ijiablzevChafi’r H@pﬁi‘n;

"--e_; _wute to ‘you.today to offes -oir support: fe1 the Malibu La Paz: Project and ask that you grant
petitioner’s requests as:stated in thesaboveaeferenced petition.

CBPA is the designated legistative advocate for.the Intelnatlonal Council of Shopping Centers CSC),

the California chaptels of the Commercial Real Estate Developinent Association (NAIOP), the
‘Building Owners and. Managels Association. of California (BOMA), the Retail Industiy Leaders

- ASsociation. (RILA), the Thstitote of Real ‘Estate Management: (IREM), the Califétnia Downtown
Association (CDA), the Commeteial Real Estate Women. (CREW), the Association ‘of ‘Commercial
Real Estate —. Southern ‘California (ACRE) and thel Certified Commercial Investment Members
Institute (CCIM) CBPA cuttenitly represents over 12,000 members, making it'the largest consortium’
'of commercial teal éstate:professionals in California:

The La Paz Project is unique-from a water quality and conservation standpoint in‘that it proposes to
tredat and beneficially reuse 100% of a -project’s wastewater onsite while effectwely plotectmg
groundwater quality. The following information illustiates why the La Paz PlO_]CCt is. unique and
deserving of special attention by tlie Board: :

1. Water/ Energy Conservation: Private Sector Lieadership is Needed and Should bé

The Project proposes to recycle and reuse approximately 7 million gallons of tertiary treated
wastewater thus reducing the projeet’s potable water needs (landscaping and in-building reuse)
annually by that same amount (21.28 Acre/ft per year). Each year California spends millions of ‘
dollars and a substantial amount of energy to simply move potable water supplies from point A to
point B, from the Delta to Southern California. It takes remarkable amounts of energy (strain on the
power grid) to maintain the California Water Project; to provide.ongoing service to some 20,000,000
‘Californians and to irrigate approximately 660,000 acres of farm land. Our water and our Power are
precious resources which need to be protected. :

1972 ~ OVER 36 YEARS OF SERVICE 70 THE COMMERCIAL INDUSTRIAL RETAIL REAL ESTATE INDUSTRY - 2009



Page 2

La Paz is a model conservation project for othex private developers. and should be encouraged and
incentivized. rather than dlscoulaged and disingentivized. The loeal Board’s inaction and disparate
treatment of the La. Paz projeet is regrettable, unfortunate and yltinyately counterproduetive fo the
State’s conservation. goals, We urge the Board to acknowledge: the Teadership: rolé thiat La P4z has
endeavored to undeitake towatds these goals; a role which séveral. other local Pprojects are:currently
following..

s .Giﬁo;u-ndwafejf;ngéhaﬁ : Protegt_mnlStasxs agthe Gosl:

=-1ecycled wate1 and antl—degl,adatlon pohmes

JI1. Lia Paz’s Contribution Towardsa Regional Solution

‘The City-of Malibu:i ;
(“LARWQCB”) # - , ifs s puontlzed stonn
‘water treatment ‘prolects over wastewatel ueatmenl,pmjects, the‘» 1ty has made public: its intent to
design and construet 4 genfralized sewage treatment plant for the: Malibu Civic Center. Malibu. las
eslimated that the earliest completion date for such 4 facﬂlty would be: sometnne i1 2014-5.

‘We are pleased to: acknowledge the goals'and commitments: made by the City to. improve water quahty

and are further pleased that La Paz will be an integral part-of that solution. As part of its development
agréement (pending project.approval by all requisite public ageneles) La Piz has offeted to dedicate

2.3 .acres of land for the construction of either a City Hall or other municipal facility which would

serve a public purpese. Menibers of the Malibu City Courigil have publicly stated that they-intend to

utilize: the La Paz project site for the future home of the Municipal Wastewater Treatment Plant. In

p10v1d1ng this land for the: City’s ‘treatment plant, La Paz has further contributed towards: the goal of

improving water quality. Inthe intexim, while the City endeavors.to.complete its wastewater treatment

facility, La Paz has demonstrated that a private developer can design and engineer a system ‘that will

be on par in every respect with the City’s future treatment facility.

This project offers the type of innovative ﬂn'nking and leadership the private sector is prepared to
provide when given the opportunity. We respectfully request that the Board grant La Paz’s petition.
and approve its project. We thank you for your time and consideration of our comments,

Rex S.Hime
President & CEO

CALIFORNIA BUSINESS PROPERTIES ASSOCIATION @
1121 1. Sizert Snite 809 « Sacramantn CA 958148+ Phane (916) 34321676 » Fax- (9161 4430038 - wavwv chna com




JAMES F. KREISSL '
Environmental Consultant
737 Meadowview Drive
Villa Hills, KY 41017

_October 28, 2009 -

Attn: Honorable Chair Charles Hoppin
State Water Resources Control Board.
P.O. Box 100 _

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100

" Re: Petition #A-2036; Malibu La Paz Ranch, LLC Petition to State Water

‘Resources Control Board for Review of Inaction by Los Angeles Regional Water

~ Quality Control Board

Honorable Chair Hoppin:

| am writing to you today to offer my Support for the Malibu La Paz Project, and
ask that you grant the petitioner’s requests stated in the above petition.

- wdrked for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s Office of Research and

Development for 37 years until | retired earlier this decade and was in charge of
research and development for innovative and alternative technologies and for
small community wastewater collection, treatment, and reuse. In that capacity
and as Chair of the Water Environment federation’s Small Community
Committee, | became quite familiar with most of the technologies that are now
taking over the field of environmental engineering, particularly wastewater

conceptual approaches and technologles and can discern the contexts where
they can be best applied.

| have reviewed the La Paz Project plan and find it to be quite thorough and
timely for the State of California. In light of the huge energy demands and costs
devoted to the delivery of water to California communities, projects such this one
that reuses all the wastewater it generates should be required by the state and
the Water Quality boards of all land developments. With 19% of the state’s

© energy use devoted to moving water around and (to a far lesser extent) treating

it, projects such as Malibu La Paz may offer new hope for such an unsustalnable
course of action.

~ As designed the Project offers several layers of public health protection through

redundancy. It incorporates 3 different disinfection methods and three filtration
steps to further purify already high quality denitrified wastewater. The
incorporated safety features essentially prevent any accidental contact between
humans and microbes, while protecting ground water quality. The engineering



analysis also provides comprehensive documentation of the conservative nature
of the Los Angeles County Plumbing Code, but performed the design using the
Code flows to provide further safety protection.

Obviously, such a development plan will have a higher capital cost than a
conventional design, but the savings that will be incurred by reducing drinking

water supply costs by more than 57%, with their equivalent-energy-and-capital—
“cost avoidance credits, and removal of any additional loading on already-
stressed sewer systems. If a significant number of new and rehabilitation
developments incorporate similar water conservation, water reuse, and non-
discharging approaches, the state, county, and the watershed will benefit, not to
mention the power grld

It should also be noted that with proper public information programs such cutting-
edge developments become quite attractive to curious citizens, thus often
resulting in improved business income for commercial occupants. If the city
decides to go forward with their part of this project, they are also likely to benefit
from the goodwill that such a project can generate, especially if they market the
concept to the citizenry and neighboring communities.

In summary, | suggest that the Malibu La Paz Project is an excellent example of
how such development facilities should be designed. It is a sustainable
approach that accounts for the human needs and the ecological needs of the
local environment. Thus, | respectfully request that the Board grant La Paz’s
petition and approve this project. | thank you for the opportunity to present my
comments. :

Sincerely,

James F. Kreissl|
USEPA-ORD, retired



y - State of Calfornia—Health and, Human Services Agency
Bs®, -  California Department of Public Health
JCOPH - -

MARK B HORTON, MD, MSPH o © ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER
Dhactor . - Govarmor

July 23, 2009 -

Ms. Tracy Egoscue, Executive Officer
California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region

320 West 4" Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles; GA 90013

SYSTEM NO. 1880020 — MALIBU LA PAZ DEVELOPMENT ENGINEERING REPORT
FOR THE PRODUCTION, DISTRIBUTION AND USE OF TITLE 22 DISINFECTED
TERTIARY RECYGLED WATER

Dear Ms. Egoscue:

The Departmem of Publie Health - Drinking Water Program (Department) has reviewsd
the Malibu La Paz Development Engineering. Report for the Production, Distribution and
Use of Title 22 Disinfected Tertiary Resyeled Water (Report), dated May 6, 2009,
describing-thé freatment and reuse of disinfected tertiary recycled water for the La Paz
Development in the City of Malibu. The Repaort follows the Department’s guideline for
developing a.recycled water engineering report and the proposed wastewater treatment
technology described in the Repart Is an accepted freatment technology by the
Department, Therefore, the. Department recommends the approval of the Report.with
the foilow[ng condmons

- - Underthe Memorandum of Agreement s;gned in 1996 between the Department
- and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), representing ftself and
nine California Regional Water Quality Conirol Boards (CRWQCB), the '
-Department evaluates and makes recommendations-to the SWRCB regarding
‘recycled water projects. This evajuation of the Report is hased only on the
Department's requirements. Ths project proponent must obtain final approval for
the Report from the CRWQCB - Las Angeles Region. ,

- The Department understands that .the wastewa_ter treatment system at the La
Paz Development has not been constructed. Therefore, this recommendation for -
appraval is anly for the engineéring repart that was submitted. The project
proponent should obtain final approval after the treatment system has been
- eonstructed, tested, and lnspected

Southern Callfornia Drinking Water Field Opsratlons Brancn Souther.n Callfornia Section” -
‘ 1449 West Temple St., Room 202, Los Angeles, CA 90026
Telephone: (213)580 5723 Fax: (218)580:5711

int_ernat Address: www.cdph.ca.aov




Ms. Tracy Egoscue
July 23, 2009
Page 2

“

As indicated in the Report, a HIPOXx ozohe disinfection syétem will be used as the

primary disinfectant, However, the Report did not include a dosage calculation
that shows how the HiPOx system would mest the disinfection requirement. The
project proponent should include a section on determining dosage that would
mest the requirement in Section 60301 230(a)( 2) of-the California-Code of
Regulations. :

The Report has indicated that a UV disinfection system would be used as a
backup disinfection system and could be the primary disinfection when the HiPox.
system Is out of service, If UV disinfection will be the primary disinfection, even
for a limited time; the project proponent should validate the UV system or obtaln
a validated UV system accepted hy the Department.

The Report indicates that there will be dual plumbed buildings inthe L.a Paz
Development. However, the plumbing design for these buildings has ot been
completed. The projest proponent should submit an amendment to the Report
for dual plumbed. buildings that would included the following information:

o A detailed description of the intended use area identifying the following:
* The number, loeation; and type of facilities within the Use areas
proposing te use dual plumbed systems,
¥ The average number of persons estimated to be served by each
facility on a daily basis,
* The specific boundaries of the propesed use area including a map.
showing the location of each facility to be served, '
" The persan or persons responsible for operation of the dual
plumbed system at each fagllity, and
¥ The specific use to be made.of the recycled water at each. fao:l:ty
o Plans and specifications describing the follewing:
* Proposed piping system to be used, :
» Pipe locations of both the recycled and potable-systems,
» Type and location of the outlets and plumbmg fixtures that will be
_ accessible to the public, and
* The methods and dsvices to be used to prevent backﬂow of
- recycled water inte the public water system. -

The La Paz'Development will consist of multiple buildings for offices, retailers,
and restaurants and the property owner will be the producer, distributor, and user
of the regycled water. The project proponent should establish rules/requirements
on the safe usage of recycled water or include such information in tenant's



Ms. Tracy Egoscue
- July 23, 2009
+ Page3

_contractual agresments. Thase documents should be submitted to the
Department for review,

- As the La Paz Development progresses, the prOJect proponent should also obtain -
approval from the Los Angeles County Department of Public Health (LACDPH)
- for on=site plumbing. LLACDPH will perform an internal cross-connection
evaluation, .

If you have questions regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Chi Diep at (213) 580—
5727 or myself at (213) 580-3127

Stefan Gajina, P.E.
District Engineer
Central District



cc:’

~Ms. Tracy Egoscue
July 23, 2009
\ - Page 4

Ehzabeth Erickson '
Califomnia Regional Water Quality Control Board
l.os Angsles Region

320 West 4th Strest, Suite 200 o
Los Angeles, CA 90013 - CA Regional

Chrig Deleau

La Paz Ranch, LLC

c/o Schimifz & Associatgs, Inc.
5234 Chesebro Rd, Suite 200
Agoura Hills, GA 91301

Andrew Sheldon

Environmental Health Admimstrator
City of Malibu

23815 Stuart Ranch Road

Malibu, Calrforma 90265

Pio Lombardo .
Lombardo Associates, Inc.
49 Edge Hill Road
Newton, MA 02467

Carlos Boija

Cross-Connections & Water Pollution Control Program
5050 Commerce Drive, Rm. 116 .

Baldwih Park, CA 91706-1423
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Malibu Village Shopping Center, previously known aé the Malibu Cross Creek Plaza, had a
wastewater collection treatment and dispersal system  (wastewater system) installed in
compliance with Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board Order No.010. The

‘wastewater system became operational in July 2007. This Annual Report describes the permit

requirements and wastewater system’s_performance-for-the-period-July 2007 =August 2009."

Atfter start-up, the treatment system has met permit requirements except for bacterial exceptions
due to malfunctioning disinfection equipment, a total nitrogen exception due to inadequate
Advantex™ treatment unit aeration. and an operator error. Corrective measures for the
disinfection system were completed in May 2008. Advantex™ aeration corrective measures

were completed in early September 2008 and subsequently effluent total N quality has been

within permit requirements. The operator error of April 2009 has been corrected and the
possibility of reoccurrence eliminated. Following is a Table summarizing the Malibu Village
Shopping Center effluent quality. Of 3,100 analyses for volatile and semi-volatile organic
compounds,- only 8 (0.3%) had concentrations above .detection limits. Of the 39 priority
poliutants analyzed annually none had concentrations above actionable levels and most were
below detection limits. Weekly sampling was resumed on February 19, 2009 and will continue
until receipt of Board approval fora reduced sampling program

-
4 8/16/07 9,716 65 10 10 11.8 900 1600 5 <5 940 228 032 234 34 1 4.58%
8 8/30/07 11,3% 6.4 35 19 35 L i ) 30 029 - 4.75%
7 914107 1,51 6.6 6 N 30 110 . 900 2419.2 - 41 ) 0.40 6.61%
8 8707 10,988 6.6 <5 <5 2.1 300 ) 1600 2419.2 9.95 i 091 15.20%
8 gni? 10,579 6.7 <5 <5 1‘_7 300 1600 2419.2 . 4.96 044 7.20%
9 918107 11.285 6.4 <5 6 10 <2 <2 <1 <5 598 241 66.4 5.29 8.79 <0.05 0.50 8.30%
10 9/25107 11.294 6.7 <5 <5 10 <2 <2 <1 584 4.60 0.43 1.22%
1 10/2/07 14,221 6.4 <5 | 6 1.8 80 . 1600 24192 ) 644 i 399 ) 0.47 1.89%
12 1011107 9,905 6.3 <5 12 1.8 350 1600 ' 817.0 836 4.4 - ) 034 - 5.70%
13 1016007 15,862 6.4 <5 8 0.4 <2 ] <2 <] 652 ) 3.87 051 8.53%
14 102507 10,972 6.0f <5 § 12 2 -2 <1 <5 432 165 89.9 1.80 1.91 <0.05 071 71.90%
15 103007 16.119 64 <5 <5 0.5 <2 <2 <1 . 496 375 0.50 8.40%
15 11107 12,183 62 <5 <5 10 50 1600 651 512 3.31 ] 0.34 561%
17 111507 14,013 J 2.8 <5 <5 0.7 60 500 1.0 <5 540 212 031 59 314 6.25v 0.0é 037 6.12%
20 120601 9,817 6.2 g 12 1.8 2 8 <1 <5 688 210 0.24 §2.1 357 - 8.54 0.08 0.29 4.81%
25 11708 10448 | 64 <5 6 11 <2 50 <1 <5 604 162 021 43.8 4.73 10.1 0.13 041 . 687%
33 2/29/08 11,486 6.2 <5 <5 54 i <2 <2 <1 <5 684 226 0.23 68.4 5.61 22.9 013 054 8.96%
34 3h208 9,616 6.5 <5 <5 1.3 <2 <2 <1 | <5 720 213 0.27 97.8 6.72 -9.35 0.20 0.54 8.98%
39 417108 10,075 6.4 1 <5 26 23 23 1.0 <5 660 205 0.34 87.2 9.17 9.83 0.24 0.77 12.84%
42 571108 8,591 10 <5 <5 1.8 350 1600 460 <5 748 235 0.26 81 ) 1.88 114 0.55 0.56 9.41%
49 6/25/08 8.307 6.7 B8 <5 14 11 2 115 <5 776 2% 0.32 132 15.81 824 042 1.10 18.31%
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